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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1) Applicant's amendments filed on May 18, 2005 have been entered. 

2) Applicant's arguments filed on May 1 8, 2005, with respect to rejection of Claims 
1-8 and 17-24 under 35 U.S.C. 101 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding Claim 1 , although Claims 1-8 are directed to a computer-implemented 
method (only in preamble of Claims), there is no significant claim recitation of the data 
processing system (database, processor, etc.) or calculating computing device in the 
Claim Body so as to show that the claimed method steps are electronically manipulated 
by the data processing system, not by human interventions. 

Regarding Claim 17, the computer program itself cannot be directed to a 
practical application of the invention in the useful art to accomplish a concrete, useful, 
and tangible result. When the computer program is actually executed by the computer , 
the claimed subject matter produces a useful, concrete and tangible result. The 
applicant is encouraged to include the above cited language in the preamble of the 
Claim 17. 

3) Applicants arguments, filed May 18, 2005, with respect to rejections under 35 
U.S.C. 112 and 102 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The rejections of 
all corresponding Claims has been withdrawn. 

4) The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5) Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
See Supra Response to Arguments. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5) Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Walker 
etal. (US 6,754,646). 

As for Claim 1 , Walker et al. discloses a method comprising: 
receiving the order (see Figs. 1 B, 10B, 26A, 26B); 

determining whether title to the goods passes directly from the manufacturer to 
the buyer or through an intermediate e-market place (col. 20, lines 30-64); 

displaying a price of the goods to the buyer based at least partially on the 
determining step (see Fig. 20 for displaying the price of the goods). 

As for Claim 2, Walker et al. further discloses the method, wherein a first pricing 
regime is implemented when it is determined that title to the goods passes directly from 
the manufacturer to the buyer (This is inherently true for all the direct transactions 
between the buyer and manufacturers. Otherwise, the manufacturer will commit fraud 
by not delivering the title to the buyer who paid for the goods. See Supra Figs. 10B, 
26A, B). 
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As for Claim 3, Walker et al. further discloses the method, wherein when it is 
determined that title passes through an intermediate e-market place, the method further 
includes determining whether to implement the first pricing regime or a second pricing 
regime (see Supra column and col. 36, lines 7-19; col. 37, lines 15-30). 

As for Claim 4, Walker et al. further discloses the method including the step of 
determining whether to discount a price (see Id.). 

As for Claim 5, Walker et al. further discloses the method, wherein a discount is 
determined based on volume of a current order (see Supra column 37). 

As for Claim 6, Walker et al. further discloses the method, wherein a discount is 
determined based on: a stocking/handling charge (the buyer's address or location is 
pertinent to this, see col. 37, lines 5-30). 

As for Claim 7, Walker et al. further discloses the method including the step of 
determining whether to customize the price (see Supra columns for customizing the 
price for a specific customer). 

As for Claim 8, Walker et al. further discloses the method, wherein the price is 
customized based on: geographic region, customer information, product line 
information, manufacturer information (see Supra column 37). 

As Claim 9, Walker et al. discloses a computer having logic programmable to 
execute method acts, method acts comprising: 

receiving the order (see Figs. 1B, 10B, 26A, 26B); 
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determining whether title to the goods passes directly from the manufacturer to 
the buyer or through an intermediate e-market place (col. 20, lines 30-64); 

displaying a price of the goods to the buyer based at least partially on the 
determining step (see Fig. 20 for displaying the price of the goods). 

As for Claim 10, Walker et al. further discloses the logic, wherein a first pricing 
regime is implemented when it is determined that title to the goods passes directly from 
the manufacturer to the buyer (This is inherently true for all the direct transactions 
between the buyer and manufacturers. Otherwise, the manufacturer will commit fraud 
by not delivering the title to the buyer who paid for the goods. See Supra Figs. 10B, 
26A, B). 

As for Claim 1 1 , Walker et al. further discloses the computer, wherein when it is 
determined that title passes through an intermediate e-market place, the method further 
includes determining whether to implement the first pricing regime or a second pricing 
regime (see Supra column and col. 36, lines 7-19; col. 37, lines 15-30). 

As for Claim 12, Walker et al. further discloses the logic programmable to 
determine whether to discount a price (see Id.). 

As for Claim 13, Walker et al. further discloses the logic, wherein a discount is 
determined based on volume of a current order (see Supra column 37). 

As for Claim 14, Walker et al. further discloses the logic, wherein a discount is 
determined based on: a stocking/handling charge (the buyer's address or location is 
pertinent to this, see col. 37, lines 5-30). 
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As for Claim 15, Walker et al. further discloses the logic programmable to 
determine whether to customize the price (see Supra columns for customizing the price 
for a specific customer). 

As for Claim 16, Walker et al. further discloses the logic, wherein the price is 
customized based on: geographic region, customer information, product line 
information, manufacturer information (see Supra column 37). 

As for Claim 17, Walker et al. discloses a computer program product comprising: 
computer readable code means for receiving the order (see Figs. 1 B, 1 0B, 26A, 

26B); 

computer readable code means for determining whether title to the goods passes 
directly from the manufacturer to the buyer or through an intermediate e-market place 
(col. 20, lines 30-64); 

computer readable code means for displaying a price of the goods to the buyer 
based at least partially on the determining step (see Fig. 20 for displaying the price of 
the goods). 

As for Claim 18, Walker et al. further discloses the computer program product, 
wherein a first pricing regime is implemented when it is determined that title to the 
goods passes directly from the manufacturer to the buyer (This is inherently true for all 
the direct transactions between the buyer and manufacturers. Otherwise, the 
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manufacturer will commit fraud by not delivering the title to the buyer who paid for the 
goods. See Supra Figs. 10B, 26A, B). 

As for Claim 19, Walker et al. further discloses the computer program product, 
wherein when it is determined that title passes through an intermediate e-market place, 
the method further includes determining whether to implement the first pricing regime or 
a second pricing regime (see Supra column and col. 36, lines 7-19; col. 37, lines 15-30). 

As for Claim 20, Walker et al. further discloses the computer program product 
including the computer readable code means for determining whether to discount a 
price (see Id.). 

As for Claim 21 , Walker et al. further discloses the computer program product, 
wherein a discount is determined based on volume of a current order (see Supra 
column 37). 

As for Claim 22, Walker et al. further discloses the computer program product, 
wherein a discount is determined based on: a stocking/handling charge (the buyer's 
address or location is pertinent to this, see col. 37, lines 5-30). 

As for Claim 23, Walker et al. further discloses the computer program product 
including the computer readable code means for determining whether to customize the 
price (see Supra columns for customizing the price for a specific customer). 

As for Claim 24, Walker et al. further discloses the computer program product, 
wherein the price is customized based on: geographic region, customer information, 
product line information, manufacturer information (see Supra column 37). 
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As for Claim 25, Walker et al. discloses a data processing machine programmed 
to perform operations, the operations comprising: 

receiving the request for quote (see Figs. 1 B, 1 0B, 26A, 26B); 

determining whether title to the goods passes directly from the manufacturer to 
the buyer or through an intermediate e-market place (col. 20, lines 30-64); 

transmitting an electronic message representing a price of the goods to the buyer 
based at least partially on the determining step (see Fig. 20 for displaying the price of 
the goods). 

Conclusion 

7) The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US 2005/0010494 is cited to show online shopping system that shows a realistic 
assessment of prices by comparing prices among retailers against a Reference Price. 

US 6,292,786 is cited to show a method for use in marketing includes receiving 
at a remote location through the Internet, substantially real-time product purchase 
information from a retail store in conjunction with an identification code of a customer 
purchasing the parts at a POS. 

US 5,873,069 is cited to show a system and method for automatic updating and 
displaying the retail prices, including a pricing function for pricing and re-pricing 
products responsive to market prices changes. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Richard Woo whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6813. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 AM -5:00 
PM. 

. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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